Interactive comment on "Response of dissolved and particulate organic carbon and nitrogen in runoff to monsoon storm events in two watersheds of different tree species composition" by Mi-Hee Lee et al.
* Should not mineral N include nitrite? * Authors state that 'the soil δ13C and soil δ15N values significantly increased with soil depth from -29 to -24‰ and from 0 to 8‰ respectively". However, it would be nice to see the vertical profiles of such data. Was the surface δ15N always near 0 ‰ * I could not make the sense out of the sentence 'In the study period, the highest precipitation coincided with the maximum precipitation intensity, the highest precipitation intensity and the maximum discharge at the 10 mixed watershed and at the deciduous watershed on July 14th, 2013" * While the difference in DOC concentrations with discharge between deciduous and mixed watershed appears to be convincing (Fig 2a) , the POC and PON increase with discharge relies heavily on one data point from high discharge. I do not doubt the increase but I believe that to make unequivocal conclusion more points would have been an asset. * Please rephrase the sentence "The fluxes of DOC and NO3-N increased with a much steeper slope at the deciduous and at the mixed watershed, respectively". * There is problem with the symbols and its representation in Figure 3 . I think authors should be careful with these kinds of mistakes before submitting their manuscript for review. It is very tiring to review a manuscript with these kinds of mistakes. * Result section discussing Chemical properties of DOM and POM in runoff should be modified with proper emphasis on isotopic data. At present the isotopic data has just been mentioned as passing comment. * In the discussion, authors have admitted that the numbers of events are rather low in the study and observations made by them have already been observed before by Dhillon and Inamdar (2013) . I am wondering what novel finding they are discussing which warrants publication in a journal like Biogeosciences.
* Discussion section needs to be re-written with proper emphasis on the major findings C3 from this work. The mechanisms and processes behind the differences in observation need to be discussed properly. The effect of altitude, nature of littler and specific nature of the two watersheds needs to be take n in account. Interactive comment on Biogeosciences Discuss., doi:10.5194/bg-2016 Discuss., doi:10.5194/bg- -92, 2016 
